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ABSTRACT 

Characteristics and perceptions of nonreturning 
students for the spring 1973 semester at Arkansas State University 
were determined by mailed questionnaires, and the College and 
University Environment Scales (CUES), Second Edition (Modified), and 
comparison data. The sample group of 585 academically qualified 
students, was compared to the fall semester 1972 student population 
with respect to sex, academic classification, academic major, degree 
program, and grade-point average. Data indicated: (1) There were 
1,381 students enrolled during the fall semester of 1972 who did not 
re-enter the university in the spring o. 1973. (2) More than half of 
the 91U eligible nonreturning students were classified in the lower 
division and 361 were freshmen. (3) The mean grade-point average for 
nonreturning eligible students was equal to or greater than the 
grade-point average required for satisfactory progress toward the 
degree. (4) There was no significant difference between the 
grade-point average of those eligible students who did not return in 
the spring semester of 1973 and those who made up the fall 1972 
student population. (5) The descriptive statistics and treatment of 
the data by means of the normal deviate test led to the conclusion 
that attrition was independent of academic classification, college, 
major, and degree. (6) The number of nonreturning students who were 
undecided with respect to college, major, and degree was 
disproportionate to the number of enrolled undecided students in the 
fall semester of 1972. Additional findings and statistical data are 
included- (MJH) 
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INTRODUCTION 

This study was designed zo determine the extent and cau8v»s of attrition 
of students at Arkansas State University from the fall to spring semester of 
the 1972-73 ac.iden.ic year Eacn student who tailed to returr. to the University 
in the spring semester of 1973, but who had been enroll.id during the fall 
semester of 1972, was identified tnd categorized into one of fear broad 
groups of ron-recurning students These four categories included students 
who did not reenter the University because (L; they had completed all require- 
ments for a degree, (2) they had been c'ismissed by the University for poor 
scholarship, (3) they had dropped out of school prior to the close of the 
fall semester, or (4) they were eligible to return but no reason was known 
for their having not reentered 

Limitations of the Study 

Since the first three groups did not return for rather obvious reasons, 
they were not considered a part of the study beyond the descriptive data 
disclosed in Table I, The last gr .up (chose students who were eligible to 
return but did not do sc) was studied in detail with respect to a wide 
variety of characteristics, perceptions, and interests Table I discloses 
the four groups with respect to sex, classification, and grade point average 

Non-returning students accounted for 20 8 percent of the 6624 students 
who mada up the fall 1972 student population This percentage represented 
a slight d.-cline from the 22 i percent attrition ratio reported m the study 
last year. Of ^he 1381 students who did nci. return, 201 (representing 14 5 
percent) had completed all requirements tor a degree with a grade point 

1 



7 



s 



5^ 



CO 



■ 1 

1 




o 


, , 

OTAL 
















CO 




M 




O 














o 




M 




H 


• 








CO 


M 








CO 




CO 


II 










CJ 






6 




CO 




M 








a 




0) 




B 




O 




DC 






i 


CO 






G 




0) 






H 




o 








a 


aJ : 


z; 


o 


; 




CO ::d 


2: H 


o w 


CO Qu 












; 





OS 




CO 


O 






o 






ff 


• 


• 


• 


• 






CS3 







o 

CN 



m 
c 

CM 



fH cv* cr\ 

O iH 
CN 



cn 



00 

o 



ON 



C-5 

in 



ON 



OS 



OS Ok >^ 



<t o 

CN O 



CO 



O fH 

CN O vO 



CO 



O 
u 
0; 



00 



CN 

eg 



CO 
CN 
CO 



sr 
o 



00 



00 



OS 

ro 



CN 









O *J 










w o 








o 






0) 


0) 


1 






iJ 


CO 




•-^ 




03 


CO 


<V 












H a 








cx 




< 




cn 


o 




H 










O 




a 






H 



ERIC 



3 

average of 2.75. The 61 students who were dismissed for poor scholarship 
represented 4.4 percent and zheir grade point aveiage vaa 1 ^9 Fieshmen 
and sophomores accounted for almost two-thirds ot the total number di«5- 
mlssed for academic reasons Approximately halt oi the 205 students who 
dropped out during the semester were ireshmen, and 7j 6 percent were lower 
division students. Almost two-thirds of ail non-zeturning students fell 
into the category of students eligible to return but did not elecu to do 
so. Over half of the 914 in this group were lower division students and 
39.5 percent were freshmen. The grade point average ot this group was 
2.28, second only to the group graduating. When r.he grades ot the 196 
graduate students were excluded, the grade point avf.age remained at 2.27. 
Freshmen and sophomores accounted tor 49 percent ot alx non-returning 
students while they represented 56 7 percent of the fall 1972 population. 
The 742 men among the 1381 non-returning students represented 53.7 percent, 
while men represented 55.7 percent of the fall 1972 student population. 
More women than men were eligible to return to the University, but did not 
do so. A very small proportion of those dismissed for poor scholarship 
were female. 

The 914 students who were eligible to rf;turn but did not do so included 
196 gr?Huatc students who were in-service teachers m the tall semester 
and 133 students who were enrolled for one three-hour course designed to 
provide a specific competency m banking Thus, 329 ol chose eligible to 
return did not do so tor discernable reasons. The remaining 585 were 
considered to be legitimate sources for inquiry regarding ac!:tiLion causes. 

Methods and Proceaares 

The sample of 585 academically qualified sCudents was compared to the 
fall semester 1972 student population with respect to sex, academic 
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classification, academic major, degree program, and grade point average, 
A shori questionnaire was mailed to each member of the sai^rple requesting 
that they indicate their reasons for not having reentered At the same 
time the College and University Environment Scales (CUES;, Second Edition 
(Modified) was mailed to them Responses to toe questionnaire and the 
CUES instrument were reduced to tabulating cards lor m«whinfc processing 
Data were presented m tabular form descriptively and i^ithet analyzed by 
statistical methods to determine whether aigniticant ditterences existed 
between groups and within the group 

Organization of the Study 

The remainder of the study is divided into three sections Section 1 
deals exclusively with a variety of comparisons between the sample and the 
fall 1972 student population Section II presents the results obtained 
from responses to the questionnaires that ead of the 585 non-r etur nmg 
students received. Section III discloses the comparative data with 
respect to perceptions of the University environment between the sample 
of non-returning students and a randomized cius'.er sample oi tall 1972 
students as measured by CUES Second Edition (ModlfiedJ 
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PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OP DEMOGRAPHIC DATA 

The remainder of the study concentrated upon the 585 students who were 
eligible to reeucei but did not do so. It excludes the 196 part-time graduate 
students and 133 special students who were also eligible to return but did 
not for reasons already known to the University administration and faculty. 

Sex, classification, and grade point average data by college ;r 
division within the University were disc .osed m Table II. These were 
cocpared to the fall 1972 student population to obtain a measure of the 
degree of difference which existed he statistical technique employed to 
analyze the differences was the normal deviate test, or z score The z score 
represented the deviation of thfc grade point average of the entire fall 1972 
student population within a given college or division. The probability of a 
given 7 score being significantly different from the population was determined 
by using a normal curve table. 

It was interesting to note that the grade point average for non-returning 
students from each college or division was greater than 2 0, but that it was 
lower than the grade point average of the fall population within each college. 
An examination of the z scores and corresponding probabilities revealed that 
there was no significant ditference between the grade point average of those 
students who did not return and the fall 1972 population The largest single 
group of non-returning students were undecided regarding a college These 
188 undecided students represented 32 1 percent of che sample, while only 
20 percent of the tail 1972 population ol students was undecided The 
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percentage of the sample ty coilegas waa 32 1, undecided; 5.0, Agriculture; 
20.3, Bualness; 12.7, Education; 4.1, Fine Arts; 9.7, Liberal Arts; 4.6, 
Nursing; 2.6, Radio-TV; and 8,9, Science. Except for the disproportionate 
attrition rate among undecided students, the percentages from each college 
or division were not significantly different from the percentage each 
college or division represented in the fsll semester population. 

Demographic data by academic classification was disclosed in Table III. 
An analysis of the grade point average for each classification reflected 
that there was no significant difference in the academic pertormance of 
those students who did not return and the tall 1972 population. There 
was a slightly lower average grade point for those students who did not 
return and the normative group, but the difference was small enough not 
to be significant. Only non-returning freshmen students had an average 
grade point below 2.0. Freshmen represented 45.9 percent of all non- 
returning students while their representation in the fall population was 
37.6 percent. Non-returning sophomores represented 20 percent; Juniors, 
10.8 percent; seniors, 16.2 percent; and unclassified, 7 percent. 
Sophomores made up 23.6 percf.nt of the 1972 fail semester enrollment; 
Juniors, 19.1 percent; seniors, 17.9 percent; and unclassified, 1.8 
percent. It was interesting to observe that the percent of non-returning 
Juniors was slightly over half the percent Juniors represented in the 
fall population, but that the percent of non-returning seniors almost 
equaled their proportion in the fall population. The attrition rate by 
men and women approximated the proportions each had represented in the 
fall population. The descriptive statistics and treatment of the uat-s by 
means of the normal deviate test led to the conclusion that classification 
was independent of attrition. 
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Classification, s<!X, and grade point average data by academi': major 
were disclosed in Table IV together with comparisons between the sample 
and Che fall 1972 population in each academic major In almost every 
instance, the grade point average ot non-ceturn^ng students was lower 
than the average grade point of all students within that major during 
the fall semester. However, there were only two instances in which the 
actual difference was significant, and in both of these the number in 
each group was extremely small. Non-returning students who were undecided 
about a major made up the largest single group followed by general business, 
nursing, physical education, accounting, and elementary educatiun The 
remaining academic categories had fewer than 20 students who did not return. 
When these data were compared with the data shown in Table II, the pattern 
of disproportionate dropout rates among students who were undecided about 
a college and/or an academic major became apparent While freshmen make 
up the single largest group in the undecided category and freshmen often 
have not developed firm educational plans, the number ot upper c iassmen 
who were undecided and who failed to reenter was somewhat larger than 
expecter. The descriptive data and the results ot the statistical analysis 
presented in Table IV led to the conclusion that the choice of an academic 
major was independent of attrition 

Eligible non-returning students by degree were shown in Table V Their 
grade point average was compared to the fall 1972 population in each degree 
category. The sample of non- returning students was noc si^niticdntly dif- 
ferent from the fall population in any category In almost arl .:ases, the 
average grade point of the non-returning students was lower than the tall 
group, but In no case was this difference large enough 'o approach s ij^r.U Icance . 
Non-returning students who were undeck'ed about a degret; nude up the largest 
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slng.U category foll-^wed by students who were seeking a Bachelor of Science 
degree and a Bacbeioi: of Sc;!.encf in Education dtgree The rtir,ainlng degree 
categoiies contained somewhat smaller numbers Freshmen made up the largest 
group of studei.ts who were undecid-d as well as the largest number in the 
two degree categories with substantial representation However, attrition 
of upperclassmen v>>o were pursuing a Bachelor ot Science degree or a 
Bachelor of Science in Education degree was substantially larger than 
expected, especially at the Junior and ^ttnior classification. Since 
no degree category was statistically different from the fall 1972 popu- 
lation, it was concluded that degree selection was independent of attrition. 
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SECTION II 
QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS 

This section and Section III report the results obtained from the 
questionnaire and the College and University Enviromnenc Scales. Sec ond 
Edition (Modified) . The 585 non-returning students who .were considered 
legitimate sources for inquiry made up the initial sample. The statement 
of limitation described the rationale for determining the sample Of the 
585 non-returning students in the mailed sample, 239 produced data on the 
questionnaire while 228 produced a complete data set from the CUES instru- 
ment. The CUES data will be reported in Section III 

Since the number of data producing responses accounted for 40 percent 
of the total number of students surveyed, an analysis was undertaken to 
determine whether or not the responding students differed significantly 
from the non-responding studencs with respect to academic classlt icar.ion 
and giade point average. These two analyses were selected since they 
represented categories sufficiently large to be responsive to dependency 
tests, and because academic classification and grade point average are 
areas of particular Interest regarding attrition 

Table VI contains the number of students who resporded and who did not 
respond by academic classificnion The Chi-squared test was employed to 
determine Independence. A Chi-square of 11.77 was obtained which was 
significant beyond the .05 level It was concluded that whether or nut 
an individual responded was not independent ot c lassit ication However, 
an examination of the contribution of each cell to the overall Chi-squared 

IS 
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TABLE VI 

COMPARISON OF RESPONDING AND NON-RESPONDING 
STUDENiS BY CLASSIFICATION 



Freshmen Sophomoies Juniors Seniors Unclassified TOTAL 



Rfcturn 


94 


61 


26 


34 


13 


228 


Non-Return 


175 


56 


37 


61 


28 


357 


TOTAL 


269 


117 


63 


95 


41 


585 



p2 

V - 11.77 
,05'/ » 9 49 
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value revealed that the sophomore classification produced the greatest 
deviation and that this deviation was in a positive direction. In other 
words, the number of sophoaores who returned the questionnaire wab larger 
than would be expected under the null hypothesis. It was concluded that 
this would not be prejudicial to the results and would, if anything, 
increase reliability. 

Since it had been shown in Section H that no significant difference 
existed between the academic classification and grade point average of 
the 585 non-returning eligible students and the fall 1972 population, a 
test was undertaken to determine if the data producing sample of 228 
differed in this dimension from the fall population. The results reported 
in Table VII reflect that there was no difference in the two groups. Based 
upon the results reported in Tables VI and VII, it was concluded that the 
sample was sufficiently representative of the initial sample of 585 to 
warrant utilizinf^ the responses. 

Students were asked to indicate why they failed to reenroll at Arkansas 
State University in the spring of 1973. Table VIII reflects the number of 
students who transferied to other institutions. The 42 who transferred 
represented 18 percent of the total number responding. Eleven trs~sferred 
to one of the institutions m the University of Arkansas system while the 
remaining 31 transferred to 24 separate institutions The transfer rate 
did not appear to be inordinately large. Moreover, no meaningful pattern 
of transfer emerged. 

Thirty students representing 13 percent reported that thuy could not 
afford to return to school foi financial reasons Nine joined a branch 
of the military service. The remaining 152 respondents ^.ive other reasons 
for not returning. These are shown in Table l.X. Almost one-third ot 
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TABLE VllI 

INSTITUTIONS TO WHICH STUDENTS TRANSFERRED 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



INSTITUTION NUMBER 



Arkansas State University - Beebe 
Black River Vocational Technical School 
Gem City College - Qulncy, 111. 
Hinds Junior College - Raymond, Miss, 
Louisiana State University 
Maysvllle Community College 
Memphis State University 

Miller-Hawkins Business School - Memphis, Tenn. 

Miasisfiippi State University 

Ouachita Baptist University 

Phillips County Community College 

School of Pharmacy 

Southeast Missouri State University 

State College of Arkansas 

University of Arkansas - Fayettevllle 

University of Arkansas - Little Rock 

University of Tennessee - Medical Units 

Valencia Junior College - Florida 

William Jewell College 

Other 



TOTAL 



42 



20 



TABLE IX 

NON-TRANSFER STUDENTS* REASONS FOR 
NOT RETURNING TO ASU 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



REASON NUMBER 



Could not find out about requirements 1 

Could not decide on major 2 

Debts 1 

Distance 3 

Fed up with treatment at ASU 4 

Graduated X7 

Job 48 

Married 18 

Mental Rest 1 

Moving 4 

Needed course not offered 6 

No interest g 

Not making grades g 

Not ready foi college 1 

Not satisfied with major 1 

Only extension 2 

Personal or family illness 3 

Personal reasons li 

Pregnancy g 

Residence work completed 1 

Time not convenient 3 

Too much work 1 

Other 4 

TOTAL 152 
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tht 152 reported th«e thtlr Jobs were Instrufliental in the decision not 
to return. This category and those who did not return for Unanclal 
reasons make up the largest single response patterns A wide variety 
of reasons were reported, but none of these seemed to warrant further 
analysis. Fifty-three percent of the respondents expected to reenter 
Arkansas State University at a later date. Most, however, were undecided 
as to the approximate date they might return. 

Student perceptions of strengths and waaknesses of the University 
were tabulated, No pattern appeared to develop with respect to studencs' 
opinion of strengths or weaknesses. The faculty was considered a strength 
by 22 percent while 25 percent thought the social environment was poor. 
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SECTION 111 ..... 

BFST COPY AVAIUBLE 

ENVIRONMENTAL PERCEPTIONS 

Introduction 

An environmental study was conducted in the fall ot 1972 at Arkansas State 
University.^ A random sanple of three hundrttc' sophomores, juniors, and seniors 
were administered an abridged version of the College and University Environment 
Scales (CUES). Second Edition which was developed by Dr C Robert Pace The 
purpose of the environment study in 1972 was to describe the environment at 
Arkansas State University as perceived by students (excluding freshmen and 
graduate students) and to ascertain whether these students agreed oi disagreed 
with the environmental perception of a similar sample of students who served as 
reporters in an environment study which was conducted in the fall of 1969 at 
Arkansas State University.^ Both the 1969 and 1972 studies are available in 
the Arkansas Room of the Dean B. Ellis Library at Arkansas State University. 

CUES, Second Edition (Modified) was an added dimension to the prasent 
attrition study. The purpose was to determine if the CUES scales could help 
identify areas of discrimination between enrolled students (based on the 
environmental study in the fall of 1972) and academically eligible students 
who chose not to reenroll in the University in the spring of 1973 



^Ferris Womack and Jimmy McCluskey, "An Environmental Study ot Arkansas 
State University As Perceived By Students - Fall 1972" (unpublished study 
conducted joi.ntly by the offices of Institutional Research and University 
College, 1972) (Mimeographed) 

2jimmy McCluskey, "An Environmental Study ot Arkansas State University 
as Perceived by Students and Faculty" (unpublished doctoral dissertation. 
University of Misslsslpoi, 1970). 
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Ptfmitlon of Environment Scales 

Dr C. Roberc Pace defined the seven scales on the College and 

University Environment Scales^ Second Ed i tion as follows: 

Scale 1 Practicality - The items that w:intribute to the 
score tor this scale describe an enviionment characterised 
by enterprise, organization, material benefits, and social 
activities. There are both vocational and collegiate em- 
phases. A kind of orderly supervision is evident in the 
administration and the classwork As in many organized 
societies there is also some personal bcneiit and prestige 
to be obtained by operating in the system— knowing the 
right people, being in the right clubs, bec:>ming a leader, 
respecting one's superiors, and so forth The environment, 
though structured, is not repressive because it responds to 
entrepreneurial activities and is generally characterized 
by good fun and school spirit 

Scale 2 , Community - The items in this scale describe a 
friendly, cohesive, group-oriented campus There is a 
feeling of group welfare and group loyalty that encom- 
passes the college as a whole The atmosphere is congenial; 
the campus is a community. Faculty members know the students, 
are interested in their problems, and go out of their way to 
be helpful Student lite is characterized by togetherness 
and sharing rather than by privacy and cool detachment 

Scale 3 > Awareness - The items In this scale seem to 
ref lect a concern about and emphasis upon three sorts 
of meaning--personal, poetic, and political An em- 
phasis upon self-understanding, reflectiveness, and 
identity suggests the search tot personal meaning A 
wide range of opportunities tur creative and appreciative 
relationships to painting, music, drama, poetfy, sculpture, 
architecture, and the like suggests the search loi poetic 
meaning, A concern about events around the world, the 
welfare of mankind, and the present and tuture condition 
of man suggests the search fox polUi:*^! rrieanin^ and 
idealistic cominitnient What seems Cv; be evident in this 
sort of envifonmeni is a stress un .iwateness, an awareness 
uf self, of society, and or aesthetic stinuli Alon^ 
with this push toward expansion, ,ind perhaps as a ra*ces- 
sary condition for it, thtiie is an cnLourager ent oi 
questioning and dissent and a tWtran'c ot non- cint or r.i t y 
and personal expr e,ssiveness 

^cale 4 . P r uj) r 1 c I y - Ihus^j itcns do-criht- an envirunment 
that Is polite md uonsideratt* CauLu^n and ctjUvoUit f u 1 ness 
are evident- Group standards ui de^orur; ure irnporiant. 
There is an absence ut der.onst r ai ivc , asseiLivo, ur ,;ur en tat i ve » 
risk-taking activities. In gent^ral, cb« t unp..s atmosphere is 
manner jy» considerate, pre y^er, .u\d «. .nventiwn-il 
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Scalt 5 Scholtfthip - Tht ittras m this 6.al6 describ* 
an •nvironment chatawterized b> mcelieciuaiity and 
scholaatic diaciplinc Tha emphaaia la on competitively 
high academic achievement and a aer^o^a intereat in 
scholar ahip The pursuit knowledge and theoiiea, 
scientific or phi losophic^ii la warned on rigorously 
and vigorously Intellectual speculation, and interest 
in ideas, knowledge for its jwn sake, and intellectual 
discipline — all these are whar ter istic ot the environ- 
ment. 

Scale 6 > Campus Morale - Ihe items in cms scaie describe 
an environment characterized by a:.ceptdnce ^: social norms, 
and, at the same time, a commitment to incexiewtuai pursuits 
and freedom of expression Intellectual goals are exemplified 
and widely shared in an atmosphere ot personal and social 
relationships that are both supportive and spirited 

Scale 7 > The Professors - This scale deiines an atmosphere 
in which professors are perceived co be scholarly, to set 
high standards, to be clear, adaptive, and flexible At 
the same time, this academic quality ot teaching is infused 
with warmth, interest, and helpfulness toward students 



Scoring Rationale tor CUES, Second Edition (Modified) 

Pace described the scoring of CUES, Second Edition as follows: 

Students who are familiar with the environment from 
having lived in it for more than a year serve as reporters, 
indicating if, in their experience and perception, the 
condition or event described by each of the statements 
is "true" about their college When there is ivision 
of opinion among the reportei's about a particular state- 
ment, it is not counted in the CUES score, but when 
there is consensus among the reporters by a margin of 
two to one or greater, the scatement is regarded as being 
"characteristic" ot the campus The score tor ihe institution 
is based on the number of statements in each scale reaching 
this level ot consensus 



To obtain the instiiuCion' s scoie on each scaie i) count 
the number items answered m the keyed directions by 66 percent 
or more of the students sampled, 2) subtract the number ot 
items answered In the keyed direction by jfj percent or tewer 



C. Robert Pace, CUES j Second E dition^ Collect : and Universit y 
Environment Scales--TeLhnical Manual (Princeton: Educational Testing 
Service, 1969). p 11 
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of thm #tud«nti tampUd, 3) and thtn add 4 polnti. Since 
«ach scal« consists of 4 ltsma» the score on the scale can 
range from 0 to 8 points, Mote that in fouc of the scales 
the keyed response is always (T); but that the items in 
the Propriety Scale are keyed (p; . The score is computed 
in the same way The only difference is that a high score 
is in the direction of non-propriety and a low score is 
indicative of propriety.^ 

The Professors Scale and the Campus Morale Scale are scored in the 
same manner as described above except with respect to the number (number 
equal to the number oi items on each scale) which is added to each 
respective scale. 

A high score (raw or percentile) on a scale indicates that a 
particular group of reporters perceive a high degree ot environmental 
press as chara.^terized by the part of the environment that scale measures. 
Conversely, a low score indicates the perception of a low degree of press 
as characterized by the environment measured by that scale An exception 
to this pattern regarding the Propriety Scale is discussed above. 

In order to determine whether or not the perceptions of the two samples 
differed significantly with respect to each item, proportions in each sample 
answering in the direction of the key were statistically analyzed as two 
independent proportions The following formula was employed.^ 

Vp^Td/w^) ^ (1/N2)] 

The value z was Interpreted as a deviate ot the unit normal curve 
with the null hypotheses assumed The probability of a given z was 



C. Robert Pace, Higher E ducation Measurement and Evaluation Kit , 
Field Edition, Cent er for the Study of Evaluat ion (Los Angeles: UCLA, 
1971). 

^George Ferguson, Statistical An alysis jji Psycholo^^nd Education 
(McGraw-Hill Book Company, New York » 1966) , p . 1 7 7 . ~ 
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obcalfittd from « nortMl cufvt c«ble Since significance is a function 
of sample slase, the strength of association was computed to obtain a 
measure of the relationship of the proportions in terms of the maximum 
possible relationship, thus, eliminating the effect of large samples. 
As the strength of association increases, the confidence in the magnitude 
of the differences also increases 

Scoring Keys and Norm Tables 

Tables X and XI depict the scoring keys for CUES, Second Edition 
(Modified) . Table X displays the scoring key for thv» five basic scales- 
Practicality, Community, Awareness, Propriety, and Scholar ship— which 
were reduced from twenty items in the CUES. Second Edition to tour items 
each on CUES, Seconi Edition (Modified) The scoring keys for the sixth 
scale. Campus Morale, and the seventh scale, The Professors, are revealed 
in Table XI. The items in these scales were retained Intact from CUES , 
Second Editi on. 

Norm tables for the seven scales on CUES. Second Edition (Modified) 
are depicted in Tables XII and XIII. These norm tables ate based on a 
reference group of one hundred colleges and universities. 

Enrolled , nd Non-Returning Students' Perception ot Environment 

Table XIV depicts the results ot the enrolled and non-returning 
students' responses to the Practicality Scale on C UES, Second Edition 
(Modi f led) . A differential ot one scale score or ten ,jercentUe points 
was reached between the two groups ot environment reporters The higher 
score was made by the nou-retur ning students, thus, IndiCdLlng that they 
(non-returning students) perceived a more practical environment, at the 
University than did the enrolled students. A siKni t leant ly larger 
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BEST copy muiBii 

TABLE X 

SCORING KEY fOR HVE BASIC SCALES ON 
CUES, SECOND EDITION (MODIFIED) 

(I-TRUE and F-FALSE; 



PRACTICALITY COMMUN/TY AWARENESS PKoPRlEIY SCHOLARSHIP 
Item Key Tt«m Key Item Key Item Key Item Key 



1. 


T 


5. 


T 


9 


T 


13 


F 


17. 


T 


2. 


T 


6. 


T 


10- 


I 


14. 


F 


18 


T 


3. 


T 


7- 


T 


11 


T 


15 


F 


19 


T 


4. 


T 


8. 


T 


12 


T 


16 


f 


20. 


T 



Source: Adapted from C Robert Pace, Hixher Education Mea&urement 
and Evaluation Kit, Field Edition, Center tor the Study of Evaluation 
(Los Angeles: UCU, 1971) ~ 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

TABLE XI 

SCORING KEYS FOR CAMPUS MORALE AND THE PROFESSORS 
SCALES ON CUES, SECOND EDITION (MODIFIED) 

(T-TRUE and F-FALSE; 



THE 


PROFESSORS 


CAMPUS 


MORALE 


CAMPUS 


MORALE 


Ictm 


K«y 


Item 


Key 


Item 


Key 


X • 


T 
1 




T 


12. 


T 


2. 


T 


* • 


F 


13. 


T 


3. 


F 




T 


U. 


F 


A. 


T 




T 


15. 


T 


5. 


T 


^ • 


T 


16. 


T 


6. 


P 


D f 


T 


17 


F 


7. 


T 


/ • 


T 


18. 


F 


8. 


F 


8. 


T 


19. 


T 


9. 


F 


9 


F 


20. 


T 


10. 


F 


10. 


T 


21 


T 


11. 


r 


11. 


T 


22. 


T 



Source: Adapted from C Robert Pace, Higher Educa r ton .Measurement 
and Evaluation Kit. Field Edition, Centei for the Study of Eva 1 uatlon 
(Los Angeles: UCLA, 1971) " ~ 
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KST COPY mmn 

TABLE XII 

PERCENTILE EQUIVALENTS FOR CUES, SECOND EDITION (MODIFIED) 
STUDENT NORMS BASED ON REFERENCE GROUP OF 
100 COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 



PERCENTILES 

SCORES — 

PRACTICALITY COMMUNITY AWARENESS PROPRIETY SCHOLARSHIP 



8. 


100 


100 


iOO 


100 


100 


7. 


94 


79 


92 


90 


84 


6. 


84 


61 


82 


70 


64 


5. 


64 


36 


71 


48 


43 


4. 


45 


19 


55 


32 


28 


3. 


:fi 


12 


39 


19 


18 


2. 


12 


8 


24 


6 


10 


1. 


4 


1 


8 


2 


1 


0. 


1 




1 







Source: Adapted from C. Robert Pace, Higher 
and Evaluation Kit, Field EditloHi C ent er for the 
(Los Angeles: UCU, 1971). 
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TABLE XMI 

PERCENTILE EQUIVALENTS FOR THE CAMPUS MORALE 
SCALE SCORES AND THE PROFESSORS 
SCALE SCORE - STUDENT NORMS 
BASED ON REFERENCE GROUP 
OF 100 COLLEGES AND 
UNIVERSITIES 





CAMPUS MORALF 


THE 


PROFESSORS 


SCORE 


PFRrrMTTt I? 


SCORE 


PERCENTILE 






22 


100 


43 


1 nn 


21 


99 


U2 
■f •» 




20 


98 






19 


89 


40 




1 Q 

lo 


82 


39 




17 


80 


3ft 


Q ^ 


16 


72 


37 


OA 


15 


68 




Q 1 
7 i 


14 


62 


3S 




13 


55 


34 


QO 


12 




33 


A< 

0^ 


11 


29 


32 


84 


10 


17 
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32 

parcanCAgt of itudanct markad tcut (keyed dirtction) to item one ch<in did 
the enrolled itudenti There were no signii leant diiierences between the 
two groups of reporcere with respect to items two, thtce. and tour 

Tsble XV identifies the results of the enrolled and non-xetuj ning 
students' responses to the Community Scale on CUES, Second Edition (Modltled) . 
The scale scores and percentile acores were the aaroe tor both groups ot 
reporters. No slgr,lf leant ditfecences were recorded between the two groups 
of reportci'S on any of the CUES itema. 

Shown in Table XVI are cite resulta of the enrolled and non-returning 
students' responses to the Awareness Scale on CUES> Second Edition (Moditled) . 
A differential of three ucale scores or forty-three percentile scores was 
reached between the two grcups of reporters The higher score was made by 
the non-returning students, thus, indicating that they (non-returning 
students) perceived a higher degree of awarenesa press at the University 
than did the enrolled students. Significant differences were recorded between 
the two groups of reporters on items nine and ten Although no significant 
differences w«'re recorded between the two groups of reporters on items 
eleven and twelve, item twelve was scored as a concensus tor the non-returning 
students . 

Table XVII reveals the results of enrolled and non-returning students* 
responses to the Propriety Scale on CUES, Second Ed ition^ (Mo d^ij_ied2 A 
differential of one scale score or thirteen percentile scores was reached 
between the two groups of reporters The higher score was made by the 
enrolled students, thus, indicating that they (enrolled studenis) perceived 
0 lower propriety press at the University than did the non-returning students. 
Significant differences were recorded between the twu gr()up^. ->t reporters on 
items thirteen, fourteen, and sixteen. On iten. thlrtet-n, the hiKhcr percentage 
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36 

«cor« (Indicating non-pfoprl«ey) w«ft r«cordftd for the non-r etutnmg studants 
On items fourteen end eixtecni the higher percentage Uwoie (mditrtting non- 
propriety) was recorded for the enrolled students Ihe ditference m 
percentage between thp two groups of reporters on item tit teen was almost 
significant (.06). 

Table XVIII shows the results ot the enrolled and non-returning 
students' responses to the Scholarship Scale on CUES, Second Edition 
(Modified) . A differential ol one scale acore or titteen percentile 
points was reached between the two groups of environment repotteis The 
higher score was made by the non-returning students, thus, indicating 
that th«y (non-returning students) perceived a more scholarly environment 
at the University than did the enrolled students Ihe difference In per- 
centage of responses in the direction ot the key between ihn two groups 
of reporters was significant on item eighteen No significant dittetences 
were recorded for items seventeen, nineteen, »nd twenty 

Table XIX depicts the results of the enrolled and non-returning 
students' responses to the Campus Morale Scale on CUES, Second Edition 
(Modified) . A differential of one scale score or t Ive percentile points 
was reached between the two groups of environment reporters The higher 
score was made by the non-returning students, but the difference does not 
appear high enough to be meaningful. On items fourteen, fifteen, sixteen, 
seventeen, twenty, and twenty-one, < significantly larger percent<iKe of 
the non-returning students than enrolled students responded in the direction 
of :ne key Whereas, on items two und eighteen, a significantly larger 
percentage of enrolled students than non-returning students responded in 
the direction of the key. There were no signiti.ant ditterentt^s m 
responses on the remaining items 
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Tabl« XX refl«cta the results o£ the enrolled and non-ietuining 
students' responses to The Ptofesiwis Scale on CUES, Second Ediii un 
(Modifiad). A diffeiential of two acale scores or seventeen percentile 
scores was reached between the two groups of envii^nment reporters The 
higher score was made by the non-returning students However, when the 
individual items were observed on which there was a significant difference, 
it appears that the non-returning students vitwed the profta&ors in less 
high esteem than did the enrolled students rhe perceptions of the two 
groups of reporters were significantly different on items three, six, 
eight, ten, and eleven. 

Figure 1 shows the environment profiles of Arkansas State University 
as perceived by enrolled students: in the fall of 1972 and the eligible 
but non-returning students in the spring of 1973. The percentile 
equivalents are based on a stratified random sample of one hundred colleges 
and universities in the United States. According to the percentile 
equivalent scores, the non-returning students perceived six out of seven 
dimensions of the University's environment to be higher than did the 
enrolled students The two groups of reporters perceived the dimension 
of community environment similarly 
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P«rctn- Practi- Commun- Avart- Proprl- Scholar- Caapua Tha 
tllaa caJlty Ity nata aty ahip Morala Profaaaora 




- * Arkansas State University CEnrolled Students - Fall ^97^) 
- - Non-Returning Students (Spring - 1973) 

FIGURE 1 

KNV£RON).IENTAL PR(;FILES FOR ARK'vNSAS STAT^' UNIVERSITY 

ENROLLED stud:::,:s, fall 1972, and non-returning 

STUDENTS, SPRING 1973 

5i) 



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 



This study was designed co dstteimine the extant and causes ot a uritlou 
of students at Arkansas State Univecsity from the fail lo &piing semeitec of 
the 1972-73 academic year. Each student who tailed io return to the University 
in the spring semester of 1973> but who had been enrolled during th3 tall 
semester of 1972, was identified and categorised into one of tour broad 
groups of non-»returning students Ihese tour categories Included students 
who did not reenter the University because (1> the had completed all require- 
ments for a degree, (2) they had been dismissed by the University for poor 
scholarship, (3) they had dropped out ot school prior to the close of the 
fall semester, or (4) they were eligible to return but no reason was known 
for their having not reentered 

A sample of S83 academlc«^lly qualitled studentf, was compared to the 
fall 1972 student population with respect to sex, a^ademl^ classification, 
academic major, degree program, and gcade point average A short question- 
naire was mailed to each member ot the sample requesting that chey indicate 
their reasons for not having reentered The College and University Environment 
Scales (CUES), Second Edition (Modified) was also mailed lu tnem at the same 
*ime. Responses to the questionnaire and the CUES instrument wti* reduced to 
tabulating c^rds for machine processing Data were presfenied in tubular form 
descriptively and turther analyzed by statistical methods to dett^rmlne whether 
significant differences existed between groups and within the g(oup 

The presentation and analysis ol tht- d.'u led che lulxowin^ 
conclusions : 
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Th«r« w«re 1381 itudcnts tniolltd duiing the tAii tcmestvc ot 
1972 who did not reenter the Unlverilty in the spring oi i9ti 
This represented 20.6 percent oi the fell 1972 student popuiitiun 

Two hun^^red one students gradueted, 61 students wece diamiitsed 
for poor scholarship, 205 withdrew during the seme&tec, and iiu 
were eligible to return but elected not to do so 
More than half of the 91^ eligible non-returnmg studenti. were 
classified in the lower division and 361 representing 39 5 
percent were freshmen. 

The mean grade point average tor non-recurning eligible students 
was equal to or greater than the grade point average requited 
for satisfactory progress toward the degree. 
There was no significant difference between the grade point 
average of those eligible students who did not return m the 
spring semester of 1973 and those students who made up the 
fall 1972 student population. 

The descriptive statistics and treatment of the data by means 
of the normal deviate test led to the conclusion that attritun 
was independent of academic classit icat Ion , cullege, m^jwr, und 
degree. 

The number ot non-returning studercs who were undecided with 
respect to college, major, and degree was disproport ion.iie t . 
the number ot enrolled undecided students in the tdli semtstei 
ot 1972. Thus, the absence of a clearly detined dcademic goal 
appears to be substantially related to attrition. 
Five hundred elghty-tive non- returning students were invited 
to respond to a questionnaire and the CoUe^^nd^ Unl ver h 1 1 v 

52 



Invifofjgient Scal es There were 2J9 data producing jbser»4tions 
obtained from the questionnaire while 228 participants produced 
a complete data set from the CU£S instroment Sinwe the ^e&p^nse 
rate was approximately 40 percent, a Cbi-squ^ired technique was 
employed tj determine whether or not the responding students 
dltlered significantly irom the non-resp^^iiding students with 
respect to academic ability and classification The results 
indicated that the responding students were sutticientiy 
representative of the 585 students in the limited sample, thus, 
warranting the utilization ut their responses 

8, Eighteen percent transferred to other institutioas Tlie transter 
rate did not appear to be excessive. 

9* Concern about a job and tlnanLiai considerations was the mos 
often reported reason for not leturning 

10. Fifty-three percent of the nun-returning stuaents expected to 
reenter the University at a future date 

11. Non-returning students perceived the Arkansas Siate University 
environment to be mure practice*! ihan did the enrulied students 

12. There was nu difterence In the perception ot the community 
environment between enrolled students and non-r ecur nmg 
students , 

13- The envirunrr.ental scale on whiuh the ^iealttt>i ditlerence existed 

betwt^en nun-returning and enrolled students wus the .^ccuei Awareness, 
The aon-retutning students per(<,'ived u s^n. r i , ant >y hi^ner awureness 
press than did the eniclled studcMits 

14. The nun-returning scudents peiveived an envUwnrTa:nL ^ tui r .i. i e r i zed 
by a hignei degree ut propriety tli^n ^iid the enrj..e.i students 

ERIC 
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15. The enrolled students perceived the envKonment to be leais 
scholarly than did the non-teiurning students 

16. While the overall percentile diitetence between the two ^co\xps 
of reporters on the Campus Mjraie Scale was 5 cent lies, 8 of 
the 22 items on the scale produced signlt icanciy diiterent 
proportions 

17. Individual item ditferences on The Proieosors Scdie led to the 
conclusion that non-returning students viewed the professors 
in less high esteem than did the enrolled students 
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APPENDIX A 

FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNAIRE ON UNDERGRADUATE 
STUDENTS WHO WERE ELIGIBLE BUT DID 
NOT REENROLL AT ASU IN THE 
SPRING OF 1973 



Our r«cord« indicate that you did not reenroll at Arkansas Statfc University 
this spring. It is our sincere desire that you vlll take a few movents to re- 
spond to this questionnaire. In an attempt to better serve the enrolled students, 
former students, and future students, Arkansas State University is conducting a 
study to determine why students do not reenroll when they are, in fact, eligible 
to reenroll. We are also very interested in knowing your views on the living and 
learning environment at Arkansas State University; thus, we are sending you a 
three-part (The College Environment, The Professors, and Campus Morale) environ- 
ment measuring instrument with instructions at the top of each. Thank you for 
your valuable time in responding to these follow-up materials. 

QUESTIONS 

1. Please place a check by the m ost appropriate reason why you did not reenroll 
at Arkansas State University tor thu spring semester of 1973. 

«• I transferred to another college, university, or other post 

high school program. The name of the institution to which 
I transferred is 

_ • 

Please give brief reason for transferring. 



b. I could not financially afford to return to college. 

c. I Joined a branch of the military service. 

d. Other — e;;plain briefly 



KSTCOPr/IWfMWt 



2. 



3. 



Do you plan to reenroll at ASU? 
If yes, approximately when? 



Yes 



No 



Please place an (S) by the one characteristic which you belit^ve to be ASU's 
greatest strength, and place a (W) by the one characteristic which you 
believe ro be ASU's greatest weakness. 



J. Administration 

_b. Faculty 

_c. Students 

d. Curricula 



e . 

~f . 

h. 



Facilities 

Social Environment 

Community 

Other 



4. Arkansas State University can more adequately serve students if the faculty 

and administration are fully aware of student needs, opinions, and suggestions 
Please use the space below to indicate your thoughts on areas of concern not 
addresjevi above. 
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APPENDIX B 

THE COLLEGE ENVIRONMENT BEST COPY /IVXIIABLE 

Dlractlona: Facilities, procedures, policies, requirements, attitudes, etc. 
differ from one campus to another. What is characteristic of your campus? Aii 
you read each of the statements below, check the space under the TRUE (T) , if 
the statement describes a condition, event, attitude, etc. that Is generally 
characteristic of your college; or under FALSE (F) if it is not generally 
characteristic of the college. Please answer every statement. 

Generally 

T F 

1. Frequent tests are given in most courses. 

2. The college offers many really practical courses such as 

typing, report writing, etc. 

3. The most important people at the school expect others to 

show proper respect for them. 

^* There is a recognized group of student leaders on campus. 

5. Many upperclassmen play an active role in helping new 

students adjust to campus life. 

6. The professors go out of their way to help you. 

7. The school has a reputation for being friendly. 



8. It's easy to get a group together for card games, singing, 
going to the movies, etc. 

9. Students are encouraged to criticize administrative policies 
and teaching practices. 

10. The school offers many opportunities for students to understand 
and criticize imporcant works in art, music, and drama. 

11. Students are actively concerned about national and international 
affairs. 

12. Many famous people are brought to the campus for lectures, 
concerts, student discussions, etc. 

13. Students are conscientious about taking good care of school 
property. 



lA 



Students are expected to report any violation of rules and 
regulations. 



15. Students ask permission before deviating from common policies 

or practices. 

16. Student publications never lampoon dignified people or Institutions, 

17. Most courses are a real Intellectual challenge. 

18- Students set high standards of achievement for themselves. 

19. Most courr^b require intensive study and preparation out ot class. 

20. Careful reasoning and clear logic are valued most highly in 

j-rnr- grading student papers, reports, or discussions. 
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tU£ PftOtESSORS 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

Directions: As you read e^.h A ;ns st^temenis btiow, think oi youxttslt 
as m reporter. Wh^t is gen«raliy chari^itristii about the professors end 
courses at your Cwiiege' Check the spa.e under TRUE (I), if the statement 
describes a condition, event, .i:tlvity that is generally chatactei istlc 
of your college; or under FALSE (F) if it is n^t generally characteristic 
of Che college Please answer every statement 

Generally 

T F 

ot the prote&sots are dedic-iced d:hoiAca m chelr field. 

2. Courses, examinaLion&, and readings are Irequently revised 

3, Personality, puli, and blulf get students through many 

courses 

^» The professors go out ot their wa> to help yuu 

5. Most of the pr^iessors are very thorcu^ih teachers and 

really probe into the fundamentals of their subjects 

^ Faculty members rarely or never call students by their 

first names 

7. Instructors clearly explain the goals and purposes ol 

their courses 

8- Most of the faculty are not Interested in students' 

personal problems 

9. Standards set by the professors are n^t particularly hard 

to achieve 

10. Students almost always wait to be called on before speaking 

in class 

11 » Class discussiv^ns are typically vigorous and intense 
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CAMPUS MORALE 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

Dlrtctlons: Facilltlesi procedures, policies, requirements, attitudes, etc., differ 
from one campus to another What is characteristic of yout campus? As you read each 
of the statements below, check the space under TRUE (T) , if the statement describes a 
condition, event, attitude, etc , that is generally chaiacterlstic of your collegej 
or under FALSE (F) if it is not generally characteristic of the college, Plsase 
answer every statement, 

Generally 

T F 

1- The big college events draw a lot ot student enthusiasm and support, 

2. Anyone who knows the right people in the faculty or administration 

can get a better break here. 

3. The professors go out of their way tc help you 



Students have many opportunities to develop skill in organizing 

and directing th^ work of others. 

5. Many upperclassmen play an active role in helping new students 

adjust to campus life. 

6. When students run a project or put on a show everybody knowy 

about it« 

7. Students exert considerable pressure on one another tv. live up 

to the expected codes of conduct. 

8, Tiiere is a lot of group spirit. 

9. Most of the faculty are not interested in students' personal 

problems . 

10. The school helps everyone get acquainted 

li' Channtls for expressing' students' complaints are readily 

accessible 

12. A controversial speaker always stirs up a lor ot student 

discussion 

, 13. Many students here develop a strong sense of r e.-^ponsibi lity 

about their role in contemporary social and political life, 

1^» The expression ot strong personal belief or conviction is 

pretty rare around he re . 
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CAMPUS MORALE (CONTINUED) 

G«nT«Uy BEST Mi AVAlUbli 



X F 



15. Ther« is coMlderablt int«t««t in the anilysis of value 

eyscems. and the rtlatlvlty of aocietiea jtnd ethics. 

16. Students ace conscif^ntious tVout taking good caze of 

school property. 

17. Students pay little attention to rules ind regulations. 

18. Many students seem to expect other people to adapt to 

them rather than trying to adapt themselves to others 

19. Most of the professors are very thorough teachers and 

eally probe into the fundamentals oi their subjects. 

20. Students aet high standards of achievement for themselves 

21. Students put a lot of energy into everything they do - 

in class and out 

22. Most courses are a real Intellectual challenge 



Source: Adapted trom C. Robert Pace, Higher Education Measure ment 
and Evaluation Kit. Field Edition, Cen ter for the Study of Evaluation 
(Los Angeles; UCLA, 1971). 
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APPENDIX C 

LIST OF COLLEGES IN EACH OF EIGHT DIFFERENT TYPES 
OF INSTITUTIONS WHICH CONSTITUTE THE 
NORMS FOR THE COLLEGE AND 
UNIVERSITY ENVIRONMENT 
SCALES, f.ECOND 
EDITION 
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APPENDIX C 



TKM HIGHLY SELECTIVE LIBERAL ARTS COLLEGES: 

Ponona Colltg* - Califotnla 

Earlhan Colltgc - Indiana 

Cornell Collagt - Iowa 

Radcllffa Coil«g« - Matsachuaetta 

Wllllama Collagt - Mataachutctca 

Andoch Colltgc - Ohio 

Obtrlln Colltgt - Ohio 

Reed College - Oregon 

Chatham College - Pennsylvania 

Biiilolc College - Wisconsin 



TEN HIGHLY SELECTIVE UNIVERSITIES— PUBLIC AND PRIVATE: 

University of California - Los Angeles 
Stanford University - California 
Johns Hopkins University - Maryland 
Clark University - Massachusetts 
University of Michigan - Ann Arbor 
Washington University - St. Louis, Mo. 
Princeton University - New Jersey 
University of North Carolina - Chapel Hill 
University of Pennsylvania - Philadelphia 
University of Wisconsin - Madison 



TWENTY GENERAL LIBERAL ARTS COLLEGES: 

Birminghare-Southern College - Alabama 

Westmont College - California 

Rollins College - Florida 

Oglethorpe College - Georgia 

Blackburn College - JlUnois 

Knox College - Illinois 

Monmouth College - Illinois 

Colby College - Maine 

Simmons College - Ma^s-chusetts 

Albion College - Ml '..igan 

Colgate Unlversi*-/ - New York 

Denlson University - Ohio 

Lake Erie College - Ohio 

Wittenberg University •• Ohio 

Lafayette College - Pennsylvania 

Lycoming College - Pennsylvania 

Washington snd Jefferson College - Pennsylvania 

Lambuth College - Tennessee 

Rlpon College - Wisconsin 

Mary Washington College - Virginia 
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IVtlfTY GEHmL UNXVERSITIES^^tnJBLIC AI9D PRIVATE! 

UniverJicy ot AidiDama Tuscaloosa 
University of Colcradw - Boulder 
Howard Universiiy * Washmgcon, D C* 
University ot Georgia - Athens 
Northwestern University * Illinois 
Kansas State University - Manhattan 
Tulane University - Louisiana 
Michigan State University - Cast Laitsing 
Wayne State University - Michigan 
St. Louis University - Missouri 
University ot Neu^aska - Lincoln 
Rutgers— The State University - New Jersey 
University ot New Hampshire - Durham 
St> Lawrence University - New York 
University ot Oregon - Eugene 

Pennsylvania State University - University Park 
University ot South Carolina - Columbia 
Texas Christian University - Fort Worth 
University ot Utah - Salt Lake City 
University oi Wyoming - Laramie 

TEN STATE COLLEC'iI^ /vND OTHER UNIVERSITIES: 

San Diegu State College - Calltornia 

San Francisco State College - California 

Western Michigan University - Kalamazoo 

Missisj>ippi State University - Starkvllle 

Brooklyn CoUegi: - New York 

Oregon State University - Corvallls 

La Salle College - Pennsylvania 

Memphis State University - Tennessee 

Texas Technolop,tcal Collei^e - Lubbock 

Texas Weaiern College (University ot Texas at El Paso) 

TEN TEACHERS COLLEGES AND OTHERS WITH M/UOR EMPHASIS 
ON TEACHER EDUCATION: 

Troy Stale Coih^^t; - Alabama 

Centr il Connticcicuc St^ie College - New Britain 
Ball State University - Indiana 

State College Iowa (University of Northern Iowa) - Cedar Falls 

Kansas Slate Teacher b College Emporia 
Montciair Siate College - New Jersey 
Southeastern St .:e College - Oklahoma 
Eastern Ortgon College - La Grande 
Slippery Rock State College - Pennsylvania 
Marshall University - West Virginia 



67 

ERIC 



KST copy mm£ 

TEN STRONGLY DENOMINAriONAL LIBERAL ARTS COLLEGES: 

Spring Hiil College - Aldbam- 
Mounc St Mary s Coli.ege - California 
Peppezdme Coxiege - Ca^iivrnia 
Manchester Coixege - xndiana 
College oi St Catherine - Minnesota 
Carroll College - Montana 
Manhattanville College - }iev York 
Bluffton College - Ohic 
Oklahoma Baptist UniversLuy - Shawnee 
Susquehanna Universicy - Pennsylvania 



TEN COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES EMPHASIZING 
ENGINEERING AND THE SCIENCES: 

Harvey Mudd College - Caiiiornla 

Illinois Institute ot Technology - Chicago 

Purdue University - Indiana 

Rose Polytechnic Institute - Indiana 

Wabash College - Indiana 

Iowa State University - Ames 

Polytechnic Institute ot Brooklyn - New York 

Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute - New York 

Carnegie Institute of Technology (Carnegie-Mellon Univ.) - Pa. 
Sojth Dakota School Mines and Technology - Rapid City 



Source: Adapted t x C Robert Pace, College and University 
Envirqrunent Scaleb, S econd Edici on — Technical Manual (Princeton: 
Educational Testing Service, 1969), pp. 16-17. 



